
discharge will not adversely impact ground water quality. The 

monitoring'program sets forth mitigation criteria.4 

Based upon the waiver provision and information 

submitted by the discharger, CCRWQCB staff informed the 

discharger that ground water monitoring would be waived. 

Petitioner contends that the waiver was improper because, without 

ground water monitoring, the discharger cannot ensure that ground 

water objectives will be met. Petitioner also contends that the 

discharger did not meet the mitigation criteria and that, 

event, the waiver is inconsistent with SWRCB Order No. WQ 

in any 

94-5. 

The Board concludes that a waiver of ground water 

monitoring is inappropriate in this case, at least during the 

0 
initial operation of the facility. Ground water monitoring is 

necessary to 

which relies 

downgradient 

ensure compliance with Ground Water Limitation C.l., 

on a comparison of samples from upgradient and 

wells to determine whether the discharge has caused 

a significant increase in mineral constituent concentrations. In 

addition, ground water monitoring is the most logical method to 

ensure compliance with ground water objectives. Finally, in 

Order No. WQ 94-5, the Board expressed a concern regarding the 

potential impact of the discharge on nitrate concentrations in 

4 These criteria are: 

(1) Depth to ground water is so great that when coupled with 
other factors may prevent pollutants from reaching or adversely affecting 
ground water quality. 

(2) 
geological layer 

(3) 
magnitude of the 

Geologic features, i.e., soil type, permeability, presence of 
prohibiting migration of pollutants to ground water, etc. 

Ground water has sufficient assimilative capacity due to the 
aquifer. 
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‘, 

the ground water. For this reason, the Board required the 

discharger to submit a monitoring program "to assure that the 

level of nitrates in the process wastewater does not cause water 

quality objectives to be exceeded." The Board contemplated 

ground water monitoring to provide this assurance. 

The Board has reviewed the ground water monitoring 

program included in Order No. 93-13. Both the constituents 

included in the program and the monitoring frequency appear to be 

adequate. 

The Board, therefore*, rescinds the waiver previously 

granted by the CCRWQCB. This action is predicated on the 

assumption that the discharger can utilize existing wells to 

conduct ground water monitoring. 

III. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

In view of the importance of compliance with the new 

ground water quality objectives in the Paso Robles Ground Water 

Basin, we have included the amendment to Order No. 93-13 

discussed herein. In addition, the Board concludes that ground 

water monitoring should not be waived. The petition is otherwise 

denied. 

/// 

/// 

//I 

/// 

/// 
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IV. ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Order No. 93-13 is revised as 

discussed above and that the waiver of ground water monitoring is 

rescinded. It is further ordered that the petition is otherwise 

denied. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned, Administrative Assistant to the Board, 
does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and 
correct copy of an order duly and regularly adopted at a meeting 
of the State Water Resources Control Board held on October 17, 
1996. 

AYE: 

NO: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

John Caffrey 
John W. Brown 
Marc Del Piero 
James M. Stubchaer 
Mary Jane Forster 

None 

None 

None 
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